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A Profile of Nebraska Exporters 
Willial!J S(bddrler 
Companies in Nebraska that export goods or services internationally employ more than 100 workers, oper-ate as corporations, and conduct business al sev-
erallocations. Manufacturing and wholesale trade companies 
thai have been operating for at least five yea rs and market 
nationally (over40 stales) are the most likely exporters. but 
most report less than one-quarter of their revenues from 
exports. 
This article profiles the small but vital group of 
Nebraska 's international exporters. This profile is based on 
a survey of Nebraska's nonagricultural businesses con· 
ducted by the Nebraska Department of Labor in July 1999. 
Companies responding to the survey were asked if they 
exported goods or services internationally. Since no lime 
period was specified in the Question. some respondents may 
have referred 10 export shipments from more than a year 
priorlo the survey. The yes/no responses are the basis oflhis 
profile. 
'The Foreign Trade Division of the U.S. Bureau of the Census issued A 
Profile of u.s. Exporting Companies, 1996-1997. Data on smaller 
exporters may be understated. 
Survey Findings 
o About 4.1 percent (1,800) of Nebraska's 43,000 
businesses exported--comparable to national' export ac-
tivity. 
o Companies that had more than 100 employees 
were six times more likely to have exported than those with 
less than 20 employees-19.4 percent and 2.9 percent, 
respectively (Figure 1). According to the U.S. Census 
Bureau, the largest employers nationwide reported over 
three-quarters of all exports4 , 
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o Multiple-establishment Nebraska companies were 
somewhat more likely to export than single-establishment 
companies-6.8 versus 4 percent. 
o Nebraska's businesses operating as corporations 
exported at over four times the rate of sole proprietors-5.3 
percent compared to 1.2 percent. Only 2 percent of partner-
ships reported exports. 
o Companies in business more than five years were 
twice as likely to export as more recently established busi-
nesses (Figure 2). Only 2.2 percent of those in business less 
than five years exported, compared to 4,1 percent of those 
established 5-15 years ago, and 4. 7 percent that were over 15 
years old. 
o National marketers were more likely to have ex-
ported than those with a more limited market scope. The 
survey asked respondents to indicate with which other states 
or territories they do business. Few Nebraska businesses 
reported marketing their goods or services nationallt. About 
12 percent reported having done business in eight to 39 
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states, and only about 6 percent did business in over 40 
states. These were the businesses most likely to have ex-
ported goods or services internationally. Among those that did 
business in eight to 39 states, about 14 percent were export-
ers (Figure 3). Nebraska businesses that did nationwide 
business were twice as likely to have exported-28 percent. 
Less than 2 percent of those doing business in fewer than 
eight states reported exports. 
o Among all majorindusmes, manufacturing and whole-
sale trade companies were the most likely exporters (Figure 
4). Nearly 28 percent of Nebraska's manufacturing compa-
nies reported exports. While manufacturing reported the 
highest export rate2, four of the 18 manufacturing categories 
reported export rates over 50 percent~hemicals, rubber, 
electronics/other electrical, and instruments. Wholesale trade 
companies were only half as likely to export as manufactur-
ers-about 14 percent. Four wholesale trade categories had 
export rates above 25 percent-furniture/home furnishings, 
metals/minerals (except petroleum), d rugs/proprietaries/sun-
dries, and chemicals. 
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o Ninety-one percent of the state's 1 ,800 exporters 
indicated thai export revenue represented less than 25 per-
cent of total revenues. About 4 percent responded that export 
revenues represented between 25 and 49 percent of total 
revenues. Nearly 5 percent generated over half their rev-
enues from exports. 
Table 1 
Retail FIRE 5oMoos 
Trade 
o Sixty-three percent reported exports offinished prod-
ucts (Table 1). One.quarter reported the export of services, 
primarily in the areas of construction ; transportation, commu-
nications, and utilities (TCU); finance , insurance, and real 
estate(FIRE); and services. About 19percentexported parts, 
which reflected manufacturing, Te U, and wholesale trade 
exports. 
Types of Nebraska Exports by Industry, 1999 
Finished Raw 
Product ' Materials Parts Services 
Agricul tural Services 57% 29% 0% 29% 
Mining 0% 100% 0% 0% 
Construction 17% 100% 100% 100% 
Manufacturing 86% 4% 23% 3% 
TCU 25% 15% 22% 78% 
Wholesale Trade 61 % 18% 24% 9% 
Retail Trade 77% 12% 12% 0% 
FIRE 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Services 45% 0% 6% 68% 
Total 63% 10% 19% 25% 
'Percent of businesses that reported export of the type 01 product. Percentages do not add to 100. 
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o The 5.2 percent export rate of businesses in the 
Lincoln MSA was the highest of the state's seven regions 
(Table 2). The Omaha MSA came in second--4.5 percent. 
The Central region, which includes Grand Island, had an 
export rate of 4.3 percent. Businesses in the Southeast 
region reported a 3.8 percent export rate, and in the North-
east, Mid Plains, and Panhandle regions export rates were 
between 2 and 3 percent. 
o Metro businesses were only slightly more like to 
export than nonmetro businesses--4.7 percent and 3.2 
percent, respectively. Metro manufacturers exported at29.5 
percent compared to 27.5 percent fortheir non metro counter-
parts. 
o Exporters responded that Canada and Mexico are 
the most common export destinations (Table 3). Seventy-
three percent reported exports to Canada and 41 percent 
exported to Mexico. Eight European and Asian countries also 
were popular markets. Table 4 shows the value of shipments 
to the top 13 foreign markets in 1998. Although the rank order 
of countries in Table 3 differs from Table 4, nine of the 13 
appear on both lists. Notably, Japan was only the fifth most 
popular export destination in 1999, but ranked first on the 
basis of trade value in 1998. 
Conclusion 
Since exports to Asia accounted for a majority of 
Nebraska's exports and the survey was conducted just two 
years after Asia's economic crisis, the export activity of 
Nebraska companies was impressive. Now that Asia's 
economy is recovering , it is likely that more Nebraska compa-
nies will pursue opportunities in the international market. 
Companies that market their goods or services globally will be 
able to take advantage of fewer trade restrictions. 
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Table 2 
Nebraska Business Export Rate 
by Region, 1999 
Central 
Lincoln 
Mid Plains 
Northeast 
Omaha 
Panhandle 
Southeast 
Total 
Table 3 
% of Companies 
4.3% 
5.2% 
2.3% 
2.7% 
4.5% 
2.2% 
3.8% 
4.1% 
Percent of Nebraska Exporters by 
Country of Destination, 1999 
Canada 
Mexico 
United Kingdom 
Australia 
Japan 
Germany 
South Korea 
Singapore 
Netherlands 
Taiwan 
France 
Brazil 
Table 4 
%of 
Exporters 
73% 
41 % 
38% 
30% 
28% 
27% 
19% 
17% 
17% 
15% 
3% 
3% 
Nebraska's Export Values by Country 
of Destination, 1998 
Japan 
Canada 
Mexico 
South Korea 
Belgium 
Netherlands 
Venezuela 
Australia 
United Kingdom 
Philippines 
Germany 
Italy 
Taiwan 
Exports 
($ millions) 
808.3 
523.9 
142.9 
111.4 
87.0 
73.9 
68.9 
59.2 
58.7 
48.0 
44.3 
36.2 
34.3 
Source: u.s. Inlernational Trade Administration, Exporter Location Series 
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Methods 
The Nebraska Department of Labor surveyed 
9,127 Nebraska businesses that were subject to the 
Nebraska Employment Security Law in second quarter 
1999. The following employers are excluded from the 
unemployment insurance system: 1) those covered by 
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act; 2) individu-
als hiring private household workers; 3) independent 
contractors, including commission-only insurance and 
real estate agents; 5) employees of churches, except 
separately incorporated schools; and 6) farm/ranch 
operations paying less than $20,000 in wages for any 
calendar quarter or employing fewer than 10 persons 
on any given day in 20 different calendar weeks over a 
calendar year. All government operations, except for 
schools and hospitals, were excluded from the survey, 
The stratified sample was drawn from two 
employment-size group~ompanies with fewer than 
100 employees and those with more than 100 employ-
ees-in each of the nine major industry groups. Overall, 
58 percent responded to the survey. An analysis of the 
response patterns that compared respondents to 
nonrespondents by location, industry, and employment 
size indicated no notable response biases. Survey 
responses were weighted to reflect their pro-rata share 
of the state's private sector. 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales* for Nebraska Cities 1$0001 
Y7D " Y7D " Janusry 2000 Y7D Change vs January 2000 Y7D Change vs 
($000) ($000) Yr. Ago (SOOO) (SOOO) Yr.Ago 
~.Brown 1,274 1.274 -22.7 Kenesaw. Adams 296 296 -29.5 
AtliIn, Boooe I.'" 1.348 -12.3 Kirtlal, Kinbal 1.406 1 .... -2.3 AIiance, Box ButIe 5.026 5,026 4 .1 La V"ISIa, Sarpy 8,623 8,623 •• Alma. Harlan 379 379 ·32.8 """ """, 
'" '" 
-10.5 
Alapahoe. Furnas 707 707 13.1 L . m. Dawson ' .605 ' .605 0.1 :=C. W""", ... 229 229 41.4 ~. t."" ••• , 195.686 195,686 5.' 
.C_ m '78 132.0 LouisvIe, Gas! 324 324 .16.7 
Ashland. Saunders . ., .., 3.1 l"" ~ """,,,0 379 379 -40.5 
AIkilson, IioII 
"" "" 
3. ~. rt 332 332 -21.1 AIb..m. Nema/'Ia 2,165 2,165 ' .1 ison, Madison .54 
." 3.' AI.I"Ora, HamiIkln 2.007 2.007 -17.9 ~RedWb 10.115 10.115 -2.3 
Axlel. Kearney 40 40 -18.4 Milord, Sewaro 1.226 1.226 3.3 
Bassett. Rock 331 331 4.7 t.htare. Sc:ons BIuft 138 138 15.0 
Batlle Creek. Madison .27 .27 -9.4 
"""". K":::,! I.'" 1,444 ·1.7 Bayard, Moot '38 43. 1.' MiIdleI, ScxItIS luff 
'" '" 
·11.8 
"',... ~. 9,927- 9,927 2.7 Mont, Scotts Bluff 
'" 
41' 13.6 
8eavef c~mas 121 121 5.2 NebIask.a City, Otoe 4,953 ' .953 " ,7 
........ 17,199 17,199 2.3 Net;:!h, Antelope 1.079 1,079 ~.7 
"".-. ~ 505 505 •• Newman Grove, Madison 2" 2" ~.3 ",,~. """ , 3" 36. 19.8 NorfQl(, Madison 27,563 27,563 5.3 Blair, ashington 6,282 6.282 ••  North Beoo. Dodge 387 387 -5.4 B!oomIiekI. Knox 
." ." -19.3 North Pla!le,lillOOln 20,046 20,046 ~.4 Blue HiM, Websl~ 388 388 ·10.6 Oakland, Burt 528 528 ·23.4 
Bridgeport, MoniII .28 .28 ·1.2 Ogallala, Keittl ' .833 4,833 ' .0 
Broken b . CUSler 3,363 3.363 0.7 omaha, Douglas 483.013 483,013 '.4 
Burwel. Garfield ". '34 2.3 ONeill, Holt 4,046 4,046 •• Cairo, Hal 176 176 20.5 oro. v.~ 1,694 I.'" 1.4 
Central C~ MerricX 1,565 1.565 ' .0 0..0.. 011< .. , 44' -26.0 Ceresco, unde!s 1.333 1.333 7.. Oshkosh. Garden 374 374 -16.3 
Clladron, Dawes 4,419 4.419 ' .2 Osmond, Pierce 339 339 JIl.' 
C"'~ ""'" '56 .56 14.3 OxbU, Furnas '43 '43 ~.5 ia , CoItax 295 295 ~.3 P._. !io:"l! 6,567 6,567 2.' 
Clay Center. Clay 
'" 
423 22 Pawnee City, awnee JIll JIll ~.3 
CWITbIs, Plane 18,608 18.608 3.1 Pender, Thursklll 599 599 10.1 
"""'. """'" 
2.796 2.796 ~. ~, Pierce 585 585 2.' 
CrawfooI, Dawes 363 363 •• Plailview, Pien:2 ,<3 • <3 •• C~hIon., Ksm: .. .. -17.4 _ .eo.. 2,879 2,879 -2.4 
Crete, Saline 2.659 2,659 ·7.6 Ponca, Oilon 188 188 ~" CrobJn, Ksm: m m ·7.4 RatsIon, Douglas 2,848 2 .... 3. 
Cunis, Frontier 3Il3 3Il3 -10.1 
- .""'" 
358 358 ~.3 
Da10ta Qy, Dakota 317 317 ·2.8 Ravenna. Buffalo 536 536 ·20.9 
""" C'Ii.,""" 1,432 1.432 6.6 Red Cloud, Websler 592 592 4 .' """". ~ 267 267 ·7.3 RushviIe, Sheridan 369 369 -27.1 
""'Jo. ~ 
'" '" 
5.' Sargent Custef 168 168 I.' 
""""". 1.651 
1,651 85.7 ~~BIuII 1,676 1.676 3.6 E~Ie, Gass 174 174 ·17.1 19,327 19.327 4.7 
E~ntelope ." ..,. 14.7 Saibner, Dodge 317 317 ·9.7 E , Ilo!!9Ias 1,411 1.411 ·24.8 Seward, Seward 4,443 4,443 3.. 
Em CreeIt. Birltalo 
"" "" 
•• Shelly. Polk 321 321 23.5 Et.wood, GosJ:.r 212 212 46.2 Shelbl, Buffalo 372 372 .03.3 
Fairbury. Je erson 2,953 2,953 ~ .• Sidney. Cheyenne 7, 188 7,188 23.6 
Farmonl Fimore 159 159 11.2 South SiotJl City, Dakota 7,081 7,081 ·3.1 
Falls City, Richardson 2.'" 2.'" -3.1 S~lield, Sarr; 497 497 " .2 
FraMlin, Franklin 477 477 ~.7 St PaUl, Howa 1,046 1,046 ·5.2 
Fremont Dodge 21 ,650 21 ,650 13.5 Slankln, SlanlOn 5,. 5,. -2.5 
Friend, Sa1i"oe '18 41' ~.7 S_~. PoII< 680 680 17.2 FlJerton, Nance 518 518 ~.5 Superio(, udIoIls 1,292 1,292 ~ .• 
Gene¥a, FjImore 1,225 1,225 ,11 .9 Sutherland. Lm:lrI 363 363 13.4 
Genoa. Nance 269 269 ·5.3 Sutton, CIa&oe 708 
"" 
-19.4 
Geri1g. SallIS Bluft 3,760 3,760 17.5 S"""". 931 931 O. 
Gibbon. Buffalo 709 709 -5.7 Tecumseh. Johnson 779 77' ·1.8 GonIon, Sheridan 1,346 1,346 ·5.4 Tekamah. Boo 857 857 ·14,2 
Gochenburg, Dawson 1,910 1,910 -7.7 Tbln. Madison 341 341 ·27.4 
Grood Island. Hal 46167 40,267 5.7 Utica, Seward 272 272 ·20.0 
Granl. Pecilis 897 897 ' .2 Valef1li1e, Cheny 3,542 3,542 I.' G_.~ 1,935 1.935 ·13.9 V,*!, Douglas 
." 
'47 58.' Haningtln, r 1.335 1.335 ·15.1 Wahoo, Saooders 2,189 2,189 3.7 
Hastings, Aclams 18,039 18.039 ~.2 Wakefield, OiIo:on 323 323 •• :1:!..,~- "2 352 1.7 Wauneta, Chase 339 339 ' .3 1,510 1,510 ·17.4 Wavet1y, tanc:aslef 705 705 I.' -.~ '" 45' ·3.8 Wayne, Wayne 3.'" 3.'" .16.0 Hidtman, Lancaslef 252 "2 2.' W~ Water, Gass '99 49. 0.2 
Holdrege. P~ 3,697 3,697 ·3.7 W POint. CUmrIg 3,On 3,On ·10.1 
~~rdson "" 408 25.9 Willer. Saine '51 '51 10.8 297 297 -36.7 WISnef, Cuming on 472 2.2 
":='l; "" .. 587 587 19.8 Wood River, Hal 312 312 ·5.7 Imperial, hase 1,4n 1.4n ·16.2 Wymore, Gage 
." ." 7.7 JlJ\lata. Adams 228 228 ·2.1 ycn.YM 9.118 9,118 0.7 
Kearney, Buffalo 3O,m 30.417 5.3 
"Does not include motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle nel taxable retail sales are reported by county only, 
s.....,. JoIe!>f ...... I>I\)IfI_ 01 R .. ..-
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Net Taxable Retail Sales for Nebraska Counties 1$0001 
Motor Vehicle Sales Other Sales Motor Vehicle Sales Other Sales 
January ITO January ITO January YTD January ITO 
2000 YTD % Chg. 'IS 2000 YTD % Chg. vs 2000 ITO " Chg. 'IS 2000 ITO % Chg. 'IS 
(5000) (5000) Yr. Ago ($000) flOOD} Yr. Ago (SOGO) (1000) Yr, Ago (5000) (SOOO) Yr. Ago 
N_ .. 189.600 189.600 11.0 1,333,248 1,333.248 7.' 
--
817 817 27.1 1,351 1,351 -3.5 
""~ 3,543 3.543 23.7 18,911 18,911 0.0 J."""" ' .004 ' .004 -2.9 3.833 3.833 -3.8 
"'-
'.200 1,200 28.5 1,173 l ,n3 -2.2 JohnSoo 578 578 21.3 1,093 1,093 -1.8 
"". 82 82 ·26.8 (0) (0) (0) K""", '" '" 
10.3 1.561 1.561 -1.7 
.. "'" ". ". 
212.0 (0) (0) (0) K.., 1.567 1,567 26.' 5.166 5,166 3.8 
""" 
'54 '54 41.3 (0) (0) (0) Keya Paha ,., 142 54.3 
" " 
23.0 
"""' 
804 804 5.' 1,'" 1,'" .11 .2 
"""'" 
446 
." 12.3 1.431 1,431 ·1.8 
'  ,... 1,691 1.691 53.4 5.276 5.216 4.' 
"'"' 
'.287 1.281 42.2 2146 2.246 ·11 .3 
"'" '" '" 
·22.7 457 457 l.3 "",.,," 2222' 22224 70 197,854 197,854 5.' 
,- .. .. 24.1 1,335 '.335 ·20.9 
-" 
3.606 3.606 -1.4 20.'" 20.'" 0.' 
Buffalo 5.080 5.080 12.5 32}01 32.701 2.' ">g'" 233 233 108.0 (0) (0) (0) 
'on 904 904 ' .2 1,940 1.940 -14,5 Loop ". ". 10,) (0 ) (0) (0) 
'''''' 
U OO 1.100 5.3 1,878 1,878 2.3 ...,,"""" 
'" '" 
182.5 (0) (0) (0) 
em 2.791 2.791 ·1],6 5.265 5.265 1.2 
""""" 
3,403 3,403 ~., 29,706 29.106 ... 
",,", 1,035 ' .035 15.5 2,163 2.163 -12.5 
"'""" 
1,359 1,359 40.1 2.050 2.050 7.' 
""'" '" '" 
~ .• 2,032 2.032 -2.6 
""" 
973 973 60.3 1,376 1.376 ·2.8 
""'" 
'17 '17 ·13.5 3,693 3,693 , .• N."" 588 588 21.0 7!" 796 -7.0 
'-'" 
1.297 1.297 12.6 7,462 7,462 23.3 
-'" 
793 793 ' .3 2.457 2.457 5.3 
CO. 1.062 1,082 -10.7 1,989 1,989 -5.1 N_ 1,001 1.001 55.' 
'.'" 
1,,,, -7.3 
""" 
1.169 1,169 •. , 2,420 2,420 5.3 
"'" 
1.742 1.742 -131 6,271 6,271 ~ .• 
" ..... '.'" 1,'" 
32.7 3.998 3.998 ~ .O p""", 411 417 72.3 
'" '" 
-1.5 
Custer 1.823 1.823 23.8 ' .506 ' .506 82 
"""" 
825 825 5.2 1.064 ' .064 5.3 
0"",,,. 1,885 1,885 -1.1 7,952 7,952 ~ . 
"""" 
1,610 1,610 35.' 3,936 3.936 -3,5 
"'- '" '" 
42.6 4.782 4.782 3.3 Pierce ' 51 '51 13.9 1.609 1,609 ' .0 
""""" 
J,371 3,37\ 16.9 11.685 11 ,685 ~., Platte ' .03& ' .036 ·2,2 19,616 19.616 3.1 
""" 
326 326 ' .3 989 989 ,., ",. 1,267 1,267 52.8 1,621 1,621 -1.4 
"'''' 
722 122 37.3 '26 626 -28.1 RedWb 1,579 1,579 61.8 10.402 10,402 -1.9 
"""" 
3.687 3,687 ' .0 23,21) 23,213 12.7 .-
1,093 1,093 42.7 2.634 2,634 -7 .0 
 .. 
42.107 42,107 5.' 490,038 "90,038 ' .2 ... 233 233 43.8 341 
'" 
5.' 
"'''''' 
395 395 0.5 515 515 8.0 So"" '.'" 1,'" 20.' 3.'" 3.  ' .2 
''''''' 
1.349 1.349 36.8 2.047 2.047 •• So", 12.392 12,392 12.5 36,578 36,578 •• Frankin 51' 51' 5.' 668 668 -2.8 So""'" 2.700 2.700 6.1 5,721 $,721 14.8 
,~"" 640 640 32.8 531 53' ·95 
""'" "" 
4,297 4,297 36.5 24.362 24,362 ' .2 
,- 743 743 11.1 2.004 2.004 ~.1 
""'-
1.828 1.828 5.2 6.166 6,166 2.5 
Gogo 2,743 2.743 7.' 10.998 10.998 3.' 
"""'" 
1.133 1.133 ... 2.324 2.324 •• Go"" 309 309 27.7 533 533 -7.0 Sherman '30 ' 30 11 
'" '" 
-35.' 
G ..... 247 247 53.6 634 ,34 2.3 
"'"' 
.51 .51 "., 
'" 
,m 20.2 
"""" 
'29 .29 0.5 210 270 -40.9 Slanton 512 512 · \$.3 682 682 -\$.0 
Gtanl 127 127 -39.2 
'" ". 
35.2 Thayer 
'" '" 
.7.9 2.324 2.324 ~.3 
G_ 392 392 ·7.8 518 518 -3.0 T"""", 22' 22' 101.8 202 202 -16.2 
." 5.7$4 $.754 16.9 48,646 ...... 71 
Tl,,_ ... ... ~.O 723 723 27 
"'-
' .583 '.583 24.4 2,279 2,279 -1$.7 
"'" 
625 625 20.0 '.856 '.856 ·$.6 
"''''' 
635 635 $9.9 '95 '95 ·25.8 WashilglOn 2.368 2.368 19 6.9$2 6,9$2 ' .8 H.,..
"3 '93 73.9 (0) (0) (0) W."" 
'" '" 
... 3.455 3.4$5 ·14.2 H"""'" 554 554 53.' 54' '" 18.6 W""'" '" 709 121 .6 1.()62 1.062 ' .6 
"" 
1,653 ' .653 15.9 5.386 5.386 ' .0 -... 75 75 -30.' 
" " 
·9.0 
""" 
95 95 .... , 18' 
'" 
10.$ , M 2.137 2.137 36.7 10,987 10,987 11 .3 
"Totals may not add due to rounding 
(D) Denotes disclosure suppression 
s .... ce N.a-..... Oepwt....,t o! Rev ....... 
J'Jote 011 i\ let Taxable Retail Sales 
Users of this series should be aware that taxable retail sales are not generated exclusively by traditional outlets such as 
clothing, discount, and hardware stores. While businesses classified as retail trade firms account for, on average, slightly 
more than half of lotal laxable sales, sizable portions of taxable sales are generated by service establishments, electric and 
gas utilities, wholesalers, telephone and cable companies, and manufacturers. 
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Note to Readers 
The charts on pages 8 and 9 report nonfarm employment by place 
of work for each region. 
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Regional Monlano Wage and Salary Emplovmenr 1998 to February" 2000 
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" Current month data are preliminary and subject to revision 
Note: All 1999 and 2000 monthly employment data are considered 
estimates unlil benchmarked. Data shown for 1999 and 2000 are the 
most current revised estimates available. Final benchmarked monthly 
data lor 1999 are expected to be released by the Nebraska Department 
of l abor in mid·2000. 
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Januarv 2000 Regional Relail Sales 1$0001 
YIO Change vs Yr. AgO 
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"Regional values may not add to slate tolal due to unallocated sales 
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Siale Nonfarm Wage & Salarv 
Emplovmenl bv Industrv· 
Nonfarm Emp (W&S) 
Construction & Mining 
Manufacturing 
Durables 
Nondurables 
TCU" 
Trade 
Wholesale 
Retai l 
FIRE'" 
Services 
Government 
·By place of work 
"Transportation, Communication. and Utilities 
· " Finance. Insurance, and Real Estate 
Scuce t'lell<l$k.I ~ of LaDor Leba< Ma1<e1 lnkwm8t1Ol'l 
February 
2000 
883,830 
41,353 
116,834 
56,533 
60,301 
57,495 
210,752 
55,409 
155,343 
61,124 
241,370 
154,902 
Note: All 2000 monthly employment and labor force data are considered 
estimates until benchmarked. Data shown for 2000 are the most current 
revised estimates available. Final benchmarked monthly data for 2000 are 
e~pected to be released by the Nebraska Department of Labor in mid-2001 . 
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Consumer Price Index 
Consumer Price Index - U· 
(1 982-84 = 100) 
(not seasonally adjusted) 
Yro% 
% Change Change 
March vs vs Yr. Ago 
2000 Yr. Ago (innation rate) 
All Items 
Commodities 
Services 
171 .1 
149.2 
193.1 
'U '" All urban consumers 
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Siale labor Force Summary· 
Labor Force 
Employment 
Unemployment Rate 
'By place of residence 
Source. Neb<,w 0epannwII. of LIObof LllI><>I Mall<e! lnIormaIoon 
February 
2000 
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COlillty of tbe lvlolltb t---
~ I I r-Lancaster Lincoln-Countv Seal 
License plate prefix number: 2 
Size of county: 839 square miles, ranks 
261n in the state 
Population: 235,589 in 1998, a change of 10,3 percent from 1990 
Per capita personal income: $24,602 in 1997, ranks 7 171 in the state 
I 
I 
J I r 
I 
Net taxable retail sales ($000): $2,767,639 in 1998, a change of 8.1 percent from 
1997; $220,078 in January 2000, a change of 5.7 percent from January 1999. 
Unemployment rate: 2 .2 percent in l ancaster County , 2.7 percent in Nebraska for 
1998 
~ 
SIIII III ... 
Nonfann employment (1998)': 875,352 147,922 
(wage & salary) 
Construction and Mining 
Manufacturing 
(percent of total) 
Agriculture: 
TCU 
Wholesale Trade 
Retail Trade 
FIRE 
Services 
Government 
4,8 
13,6 
6.4 
6,2 
18,0 
6,6 
27,2 
17,2 
Number of farms: 1,457 in 1997; 1,359 in 1992; 1,508 in 1987 
Average farm size: 289 acres in 1997; 305 acres in 1992 
4,6 
12,1 
6,6 
4,0 
16,9 
6,6 
27,0 
22,2 
Market value of farm products sold : $82.4 million in 1997 ($56 ,545average per 
farm) , $70 million in 1992 ($51 ,500 average per farm) 
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Nebraska Companies Conduct Business with Other States 
Although the majority of Nebraska establishments deal with other states, 
a July 1999 Nebraska Department of Labor survey revealed that 37% of 
Nebraska establishments conduct all their business with in the state. 
10% 11% 12% 
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24% 10"/<1 10% 15% 
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14% 9% L. 
19% 
UniH~ rs i l y of Nebraska-Lincoln- Dr. J am($ c. Mo('SCc, C/lIlnulJor 
College of Business Admin inr.uion-Cymhi:l H. Millig:.tn. Dtllll 
Bureau of Business Research (BBRI 
specializes in ... 
...... economic impact assessment 
.... demographic and economic projections 
..... survey design 
~ compilation and analysis of data 
.... public access to information via BBR Online 
For more "bmallOn on hoW BBR can assist you or yoor organization, aIIItad us 
(402) 472-2334: send e-mail 10: 11amphearl@lInl.edll; orllselhe 
World Wide Web: www bbr.llriledll 
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